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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to tine RCE filed on 07 February 2008. 

2. Claims 1 -3, 7-9, and 15-17 have been cancelled. Claims 4 -6, 14, and 18 
are pending and are considered below. 

Response to Amendment 

3. The rejections of claims 6 under 35 U.S.C § 1 01 in the last Office Action have 
been withdrawn in view of Applicant's amendments. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed on 07 February 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Machida fails to disclose reading a template to determine 
whether It contains one or more parameters representing incomplete information. The 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. Machida discloses determining whether to acquire 
property information (data to be included in driver) of a driver (template with parameters, 
see Fig. 3 and related text) ([Fig. 7, step s601 and related text]). The property 
information is not acquired if it is already included in the driver. 

Applicant also argues that Machida fails to disclose incorporating acquired data 
into the parameters of the template and inputting the produced scenario to an 
installation program. However, Machida discloses updating the driver (template with 
parameters) by including the property information (acquired data) ("update the driver in 
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accordance with the acquired property information", [0073] and FIG. 7, step s607). 
Furthermore, installation is inherent in updating of the driver which is saved, i.e. 
installed, after the property information has been added. 

In response to applicant's arguments, the recitation "method for installing a 
plurality of items of software ... and simultaneously performing initial print setup" has not 
been given patentable weight because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A 
preamble is generally not accorded any patentable weight where it merely recites the 
purpose of a process or the intended use of a structure, and where the body of the 
claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness but, instead, the process 
steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 
USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 
(CCPA1951). 

Claim Objections 

5. Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: it is believed that 
"the template being a file describing procedures for installing software" should be 'the 
scenario being a file describing procedures for installing software' as is stated in claims 
4 -6 and 18. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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7. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

The claim recites "said acquiring step includes" in line 1 1 . It is unclear if this is 
directed to the "acquiring a template" of line 4 or "acquiring data" of line 7. It is believed 
the limitation should be 'said acquiring data step includes' and is treated as such below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 4 - 6, 14, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Machida (US PGPub 2002/0083131). 

Claim 4: 

Machida discloses a software-installing method for installing a plurality of items of 
software in a computer and simultaneously performing initial print setup in a computer, 
so as to use one of a plurality of printing devices connected the computer through a 
network (see [0004] and [0012]), the method comprising the steps of: 
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acquiring a template (driver for which property information is requested) of a 
scenario, the scenario (driver including property information) being a file describing 
procedures for installing the software ([0068] and [0073]); 

reading the template to determine whether the template contains one or more 
parameters representing incomplete information (Fig. 7, step s601 and related text), and 
subsequently acquiring data corresponding to the parameters by searching an 
installation database (Fig. 7, step s605 and related text), the installation database being 
located outside of said computer ("register property information at an installation server 
device", [0058]), wherein said searching is processed by said computer, based on said 
computer or a user of said computer ("driver information structure includes a PC name, 
a user name, [0052], FIG. 3 and related text), and wherein said acquiring data 
step includes a step of acquiring data regarding print setting information as data for 
said parameters from said installation database (see [0096]); 

producing the scenario which is specific to said computer by incorporating the 
acquired data into the parameters of said template ("update the driver in accordance 
with the acquired property information ", [0073] and FIG. 7, step s607); and 

inputting the produced scenario to an installation program (installation is inherent 
in updating of the driver which is saved, i.e. installed, including the added property 
information). 

Claim 5: 

Machida discloses a software-installing method for installing a plurality of items of 
software computers and simultaneously performing initial print setup in said computers. 
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so as to use a plurality of printing devices connected the computers through a network 
(see [0004] and [0012]), the method comprising the steps of: 

producing a template of a scenario (driver setup information), the scenario being 
a file describing procedures for installing the software, the template including 
parameters, and providing said template to each of said computers (Fig. 19, steps 
si 902, si 903, and related text); 

acquiring data corresponding to the parameters from an installation database 
(Fig. 19, step si 906 and related text) located outside said computers ("register property 
information at an installation server device , [0058]"), and wherein said data includes 
print setting information ([0095]); and 

and producing scenarios, specific to each of said computers, based on the 
produced template (FIG. 19, step si 906); and 

inputting the produced scenario to installation programs (FIG. 19, step si 907). 

Claim 6: 

Claim 6 is similar in scope and content to claim 4 and is rejected with the same 
rationale. 

Claim 14: 

Claim 14 is similar in scope and content to claim 4 and is rejected with the same 
rationale. 

Claim 18: 

Machida discloses a computer comprising: 
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a first producing element configured to produce a template of a scenario, the 
scenario being a file describing procedures for installing software, the template including 
parameters representing incomplete print setting information, and to provide said 
template to other computers (Fig. 19, step si 902 and related text); and 

a second producing element configured to produce scenarios, specific to each of 
said computers, based on the produced template, by providing data for said parameters 
(Fig. 19, step si 906 and related text). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Samuel G. Neway whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1058. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30AM - 5:30PM 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David R Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IS. G. N./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2626 

/David R Hudspeth/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2626 



